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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see response, filed 02 July 2008, with respect to the 
claims have been fully considered and are persuasive. The 35 USC 103 rejections of 
the claims has been withdrawn. 

2. With respect to the 35 USC 101 rejections, it is noted that the specification 
defines a "processor readable medium" as including a "propagation" or "signal". Since 
signals do not appear to fall within any statutory category, the 35 USC 101 rejection is 
maintained below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 1-3 and 5-12 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

[claims 1-3 and 5-12] 

5. Claims 1-3 and 5-12 claim a processor readable medium, however paragraph 
0048 defines that a computer readable medium "can be any means that can store, 
communicate, propagate, or transport instructions" and may be a "electromagnetic, 
infrared" system or "propagation medium". This definition appears to include "signals", 
however a claim reciting a signal does not appear to fall within any of the statutory 
classes, see MPEP §2106. Therefore, claims 1-3 and 5-12 are non-statutory. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

7. Claim 1-3 and 5-25 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miller et al. (US 6,879,342) in view of Yoshida et al. (US 6,850,273) in view of Misawa 
(US 2003/0169286). 

[claim 1] 

Regarding claim 1 , Miller discloses a processor-executable instructions (i.e. 
software) configured for scrolling a number of images across a display screen (c. 3, 1. 52 
- c. 4, 1. 46; Figures 5-7). While Miller discloses scrolling images, Miller does not 
disclose locking an image and scrolling images behind the locked image wherein the 
locked image partially covers the scrolling images as claimed. 

Yoshida discloses a camera system in which an image may be protected or 
"locked in place" while the image is displayed (Figures 14Aand 14B; c. 11, II. 4-24). 
Therefore, it would be obvious to allow the user viewing images using the system of 
Miller to protect or "lock" the images in place (i.e. on the storage medium) as they are 
displayed on the display screen to ensure that the images are not erased. The 
examiner notes that claim 1 does not explicitly require that the image be held at the 
same location on the display screen throughout the claim, therefore locking an image 
which is displayed on the display screen by adding a read-only flag as described by 
Yoshida is believed to read on the limitation. However, Miller in view of Yoshida does 
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not disclose scrolling images behind the locked image, wherein the locked image 
partially covers the scrolling images. 

Misawa discloses a camera system which displays a plurality of thumbnail 
images and scrolls the plurality of thumbnail images (Figure 1). Misawa further 
discloses that the plurality of thumbnail images may overlap each other so that they 
partially cover each other as they are scrolled (Figure 2). Therefore, it would be obvious 
to use a thumbnail display as taught by Misawa in the system of Miller so that a larger 
number of thumbnail images may be displayed simultaneously. It is noted that as 
claimed, a locked image using the system of Yoshida would partially overlap other 
scrolling images as they are scrolled back and forth using the display system of Misawa. 

The examiner notes that software as described by Miller is inherently stored on a 
"processor-readable medium" as claimed to allow the processor to read the instructions 
and carry out the tasks described, 
[claim 2] 

Regarding claim 2, Miller discloses instructions for varying the speed of the 
scrolling (i.e. an acceleration button 25; c. 6, II. 46-65). 
[claim 3] 

Regarding claim 3, Miller discloses instructions for fast-forward scrolling, slowing 
the scrolling, reverse scrolling, pausing the scrolling and resuming the scrolling (i.e. 
scrolling left or right in combination with the acceleration button (Figures 5-7; c. 6, II. 46- 
65). 

[claim 5] 
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Regarding claim 5, Miller in view of Yoshida discloses instructions for locking an 
image at a justified position at one edge of the display screens (e.g. selecting the image 
currently located at a justified position and adding a protection flag), 
[claim 6] 

Regarding claim 6, Yoshida discloses that the images maybe locked and 
unlocked (c. 11, II. 4-24). Therefore, the system would include instructions for unlocking 
an image and locking a new image as claimed, 
[claim 7] 

Regarding claim 7, Miller discloses instructions for altering the number of images 
being scrolled across the display screen (Figure 7; c. 7, II. 44-65). It is noted that the 
instructions for rapid scrolling causes an alteration in the number of images scrolled, 
and the instructions are therefore configured for altering the number of images as 
claimed. 

[claims 8 and 9] 

Regarding claims 8 and 9, Miller does not disclose instructions for driving an 
external display screen with the digital camera such that multiple images are scrolled 
across the external display screen as claimed. Official Notice is taken that it is well 
known in the art to include external display driving functions in digital cameras so that a 
user or users may view the images stored on the digital camera on a larger screen, 
such as televisions, wide screen high definition televisions and computer monitors, than 
is provided in the digital camera. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include display driving 
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instructions as claimed to drive an external display to allow users to scroll images stored 
on the camera of Miller on a larger screen to allow for easier viewing of the images, 
[claim 10] 

Regarding claim 10, Miller discloses scrolling in a direction from left to right or 
from right to left across the display screen (Figures 5-7; c. 6, II. 47-65). Official Notice is 
taken that it is well known in the art to provide vertical scrolling options in addition to 
horizontal scrolling options to allow for increased flexibility in how data is scrolled across 
a screen. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include vertical scrolling options (i.e. top to bottom or 
bottom to top) to allow the user to scroll more data across the screen in a more flexible 
manner, 
[claim 11] 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Miller discloses scrolling images in sequence from left to 
right or right to left (Figures 5-7; c. 6, II. 47-65). The examiner notes that in the case of 
two images being stored on the device of Miller, either left to right or right to left scrolling 
will correspond to the case of presenting the images beginning the a most recently 
captured image and progressing toward a least recently captured image as claimed, 
[claim 12] 

Regarding claim 12, see the rejection of claim 12 above and note that Miller 
discloses the use of the disclosed scrolling system in a digital camera (Figure 1 ; c. 1 , 1. 
36 -c. 2,1.7). 
[claim 13] 
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Regarding claim 13, Miller discloses a method comprising: capturing images with 
a digital camera and storing the images in a memory of the digital camera (Figure 1 ; c. 
3, 1. 52 - c. 4, 1. 46); and displaying the images as a scrolling slideshow on the display 
screen of the digital camera (Figures 5-7). While Miller discloses scrolling images, 
Miller does not disclose locking an image and scrolling images behind the locked image 
wherein the locked image partially covers the scrolling images as claimed. 

Yoshida discloses a camera system in which an image may be protected or 
"locked in place" while the image is displayed (Figures 14Aand 14B; c. 11, II. 4-24). 
Therefore, it would be obvious to allow the user viewing images using the system of 
Miller to protect or "lock" the images in place (i.e. on the storage medium) as they are 
displayed on the display screen to ensure that the images are not erased. The 
examiner notes that claim 1 does not explicitly require that the image be held at the 
same location on the display screen throughout the claim, therefore locking an image 
which is displayed on the display screen by adding a read-only flag as described by 
Yoshida is believed to read on the limitation. However, Miller in view of Yoshida does 
not disclose scrolling images behind the locked image, wherein the locked image 
partially covers the scrolling images. 

Misawa discloses a camera system which displays a plurality of thumbnail 
images and scrolls the plurality of thumbnail images (Figure 1). Misawa further 
discloses that the plurality of thumbnail images may overlap each other so that they 
partially cover each other as they are scrolled (Figure 2). Therefore, it would be obvious 
to use a thumbnail display as taught by Misawa in the system of Miller so that a larger 
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number of thumbnail images may be displayed simultaneously. It is noted that as 
claimed, a locked image using the system of Yoshida remain locked while images 
behind the locked image are simultaneously scrolled as claimed, 
[claim 14] 

Regarding claim 14, see claim 3 above, 
[claim 15] 

Regarding claim 15, see claim 5 above, 
[claim 16] 

Regarding claim 16, see claim 8. 
[claim 17] 

Regarding claim 17, Miller disclose a digital camera (Figure 1) comprising: a 
display screen (Figure 1, Item 14); captured images (Figure 1, Item 8; c. 3, II. 52-64) 
and a scrolling slideshow module configured to scroll the captured images across the 
display screen thereby performing a scrolling slideshow (Figure 1, Item 6 and Figures 5- 
7). Yoshida discloses a camera system in which an image may be protected or "locked 
in place" while the image is displayed (Figures 14A and 14B; c. 11, II. 4-24). Therefore, 
it would be obvious to allow the user viewing images using the system of Miller to 
protect or "lock" the images in place (i.e. on the storage medium) as they are displayed 
on the display screen to ensure that the images are not erased. The examiner notes 
that claim 1 does not explicitly require that the image be held at the same location on 
the display screen throughout the claim, therefore locking an image which is displayed 
on the display screen by adding a read-only flag as described by Yoshida is believed to 
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read on the limitation. However, Miller in view of Yoshida does not disclose scrolling 
images behind the locked image, wherein the locked image partially covers the scrolling 
images. 

Misawa discloses a camera system which displays a plurality of thumbnail 
images and scrolls the plurality of thumbnail images (Figure 1). Misawa further 
discloses that the plurality of thumbnail images may overlap each other so that they 
partially cover each other as they are scrolled (Figure 2). Therefore, it would be obvious 
to use a thumbnail display as taught by Misawa in the system of Miller so that a larger 
number of thumbnail images may be displayed simultaneously. It is noted that as 
claimed, a locked image using the system of Yoshida remain locked while images 
behind the locked image are simultaneously scrolled as claimed, 
[claim 18] 

Regarding claim 18, Miller discloses features including pause (i.e. stopping an 
image in a non-right or non-left justified position), resume, speed, direction (Figures 5-7 
and c. 6, 1. 46 - c. 8, 1. 1 8). Further note that Yoshida discloses locking and unlocking 
images, see the rejection of claim 6 above, 
[claim 19] 

Regarding claim 19, Miller discloses a controller configured to manipulate the 
scrolling control features (c. 6, II. 46-65). 
[claim 20] 



Application/Control Number: 10/788,762 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2622 

Regarding claim 20, Miller discloses either an internal memory or an external 
memory for storing the images (Figure 1, Item 8; c. 3, II. 55-59). 
[claims 21 and 23] 

Regarding claims 21 and 23, see the rejection of claim 8 above and note that in 
order to be displayed on an external display, the images must be formatted (i.e. 
converted to a proper signal) so that they can be output to the external display, 
[claims 22 and 24] 

Regarding claims 22 and 24, see claims 17 and 18 above, 
[claim 25] 

Regarding claim 25, Miller discloses means for increasing and decreasing the 
number of images being scrolled across the display screen (Figure 7; c. 7, II. 44-65). 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy J. Henn whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7310. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 11-7. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Tran can be reached on (571) 272-7564. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Timothy J Henn/ 

Examiner, Temporary Full Signatory Authority, Art Unit 2622 



